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International cooperation is an integral part of furthering medical and scientific progress. Many specialist societies exist for that purpose and have written into their constitutions that such cooperation and coordination is their aim. They hope to achieve their aims by exchange, in all languages, of information and by so doing strengthen the relations between individual physicians and scientists as well as between corporate professional bodies fromn different countries. However, at the same time emphasis is laid on the political neutrality of such organisations. Increasingly, this 'neutrality' is being questioned as doctors and scientists become aware of abuse and distortion of their profession taking place in other countries. H Merskey highlights the problems and offers his opinion on the ethics of maintaining these professional relationships with colleagues abroad who are involved in such abuse and distortion.
The General Assembly of the World Psychiatric Association meeting in Honolulu on 3I August, I977 for the VI World Congress of Psychiatry passed the following resolution.
'That the WPA take note of the Abuse of Psychiatry for political purposes and that it condemn those practices in all countries where they occur and call upon the professional organisations of psychiatrists in those countries to renounce and expunge those practices from their country and that the WPA implement this resolution in the first instance in reference to the extensive evidence of the systematic abuse of Psychiatry for political purposes in the USSR.'
The week before, the World Federation of Mental Health, an organisation comprising psychiatrists and other health professionals and lay people, approved a similar position and drew it to the attention of the World Psychiatric Association. The resolution of the WPA is unprecedented in that this was the first time that a great power had been specifically condemned by an international professional association. Protests and words of concern on this issue had previously been addressed to the USSR by some national organisations both in psychiatry and in other fields. Thus, in December, I97I, This is the first respect in which medical organisations differ from governments in regard to international relationships. The proper purpose of government may be served by dealing with rogues, liars and cruel tyrants. That of medical organisations cannot be advanced on the same basis. Although these principles are easier to see in regard to medicine and ill-treatment of patients (or pseudopatients), they also apply to scientific societies. Geneticists in the West would merely have undermined their own discipline if they had politely accepted the adherents of Lysenko as representing a national scientific body simply because Soviet geneticists were politically obliged to propagate his views.
From these arguments it is evident that a firm distinction must be drawn between the functions of politicians and diplomats in international relationships and those of physicians, scientists and other professions. 
